RY Of thoſe 
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That Enter'd their 
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Tie 7 Mares 14. „ Marti I 709. 
A- Debate ariſing, whether a Queſtion. 


ſhould be ſtated. 

[t was to adjourn the Houſe. _ 

Then the Gveſtion: was put, whether this 
Houſe ſhall be now adjourn”d. 

It was Reſolv di in . Neguiv 

piſentient. TONY | ISS 


7 - 398 $6 — - » . 
Is Rocheſter, " Northesh, 

1. 2 Neth Sr, hn, 

Berkſhire, MN. rape] Ormonde, 

1 * Scarſdale, Con 


Weſton, _. Sasel, 

55 — 8 5 Ws Aar, = 8 
Lin . n Heard, 
Hamilton, ; -- Ocborne, WY 25 Gilford, 

 *  Plimouth, 


_ » Angleſey, - 
; 7 a 4 L , i 
Northampton, Manet, 
Berkeley Str. * Tho. afin. , 
Gernſey,  Wilbigbby Bro 


Then abr furtler! hate, the Queſtion 4 
Was pur, 5 


That by the Law ad Vſig e of Parlia-, 
ments in eee pe ebe ments for 


2 Hi 
5 


b ef RES 
High Crimes and Miſdemeanours, by wr 
tiag or ſpeaking , the particular. Words 
fuppos'd to be Criminal, are not neceſſar 
to be expreſly ſpecified in fuch Impeach 


ments. PR HOST EE 3 der 
It as Reſolyed in the Affir mative. ter 
15 A „ the 
Diſſentient. eee e Ne 
Buckingham, Haverſham, At 
Fo. Ebor, . Tho. Neffen, me 


H. London, Pes. Bath & Welly, | 


Hamilton, - 


Berkeley Str, T 
* Nortbesh, to 
75 Dart mouth, | W 
Aar, M 


1. Becauſe we conceive the Law oftheLand 
is as much the Wy of Judicature, as it is in 
Inferior Courts of Juſtice ; - and ſince by the 
Opinion of all the Judges in all Proſecurions 
by laformatign ox Indictment, for writing 
or ſpeaking, the particular words ſuppos d 
to be Criminal, muſt be expreſly ſpecified 
in ſuch Information or dle ; and 
that this is the Law of the Land confirm'd 
by conſtant Practice, we conceive, that 
ou is the ſame Reaſon, gr are: 
_ ſpecifying in Impeachments, the particular 
Fend {ates Fe be Criminal, 9 
wiſe a Perſon who is Innocent, and Safe by 
Fo Law, cut: of Parliament, may peverthe- 


jeſs be condemn'd in Parliament. 
For we canceive, That [ſome Reaſons of 

| Law and Juſtice, why the words ſuppos'd 
Criminal muſt be ſpeciſied in Informations 
224 Indictments may be, that the party 7 


0 * 
/ 2 5 . 


cus'd, may certainly know his Charge, and 
be thereby enabled to defend his Innoceiice, 
that the jury may know it too, and be ena- 
bled thereby the better to apply the Evi- 
dence given by the Witneſſes, to the Mat- 


ter of ſuch Charge, and that the Judges 


themſelves, may the better judge of the 
Nature of the Crime, and of a Puniſnment 
Adequate to it, which in Caſes of Miſde- 


meanours, which are Indefinite and Innume- 
rable, muſt extremely vary, according to 


the heinouſneſs of the Offence, and fiaally, 


That the Houſe of Lords, upon Complaint, 
to them may alſo judge, whether the Fine, 


which is uſually one of the Puniſhments for 


Miſdemeanours, do nat exceed the Demerit, 
eſpecially ſince by the Bill of Rights, exor- - 


bitant Vines are declared to be Illegal, which 


Reaſons ſeem to be fully as ſtrong in the 


Caſe of Impeachments, As in Indictments 


« and Informations , for the particular 


« Words are as neceſſary to enable the 
Lords to determine uprightly and impar- 


« tially, as the Jury or Judges, and as ne- 
« ceſfary for the Defence of the-:ccug'd | 


« here, as in the Courts below, ard if there 


« were to be a Difference, it ſeems more 


« neceſſary in this high Court, for the 
weightier the Proſecution is, the more 
« need has an unfortunate Man of Indnlgence, 


4 and all Lawful favour, and ſurely there 


cannot be an heavier Load upon Man, 
than an Accuſatidn by all the Camunons 


7 


* 
1 
| 
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- - We do not Remember any Precedent in- 
A ſiſted on for the maintenance of this Reſolu- 
< tion, fave only the Caſe of Dr, Manwering, 
& which we conceive could not warrant this 
* Reſolution ; for Firſt, the Words char. 
_ <g'd upon him by the Commons Decla- 
& ration, Were not compar'd with the Ser. 
non tho? it was deſir'd, and conſequently, 
* no Lord could ſay, they were not the 
M Words of the Sermons, and therefore upon 
_ E ſuch Uncertainty, we conceive we Could 
e not ground a Poſitive Refolution. 1 
H. The Charge upon him taken out of his 
Sermon, on the 4tk of May 1628. Seems to 
be the very Words by him ſpoken ; for they 
were atteſted by Ear Witneſſes, who ſurely 
never were, or could be admitted to atteſt 
their own Conjectures of the Scope of a Ser- 
mon; and not ſpecify the very Words, for 
that would be to make the Witneſſes to be 
the Judges. . 
Beſides in ſuch a Caſe as this; where the 
Party did not inſiſt upon any Legal and juſt 
Exceptions, of which he might haye taken 
Advantage; if he had made his Defence, 
Which he did not, but Submitted, and begg'd 
Pardon this ought not to be look d upon as a 
. Precedent for Authority to Juſtifie the Ille- 
gality, of the form of that Impeach- 
A I eee 
II. But altho', this Precedent were full and 
| Expreſs to the Point Reſolv'd; We humbly 
Conceive that one Precedent is not Sufficient 
to Support a Law and Cuſtom of Parlia- 
ment, nor Conſequently a Reſolution decla- 
ring it, for ſurely there is great difference 
between a ſingle Inſtance, and a Law and 


Cuſtom, . Sinec 


hs Ay War holy a. 
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| dents, at leaſt all that have appear 
in Parliament, the Particular Words c 


in the Article, or Declarations 0 


: Yerba which are ſpecified, 


9 


Sinoe we Conmeive aut ani rs VL. 

7 to us 

for Four hundred Vears, of the Proſecutions 

barg'd 

as Criminal, have been Conſtantl ly expreſdd 
lunpeach- 


ment. 

Exilium Hugonis Deſpencer Parris . Hlu; 3 E 2. 
tke Firſt Article was for making a Bill in 
Writing, the Tenor . was particu- | 


larly Set forth. - 5 
Willians de la Pool Sn : was for Words 28. H. 6. 


Spoken by him, in the Council in the Star- 
Chamber, (Vix.) That He ſaid, he had a 
Place in the Council-Heuſe of the French 
King, as he had here, and was as well tru- 
ted as he was here, and could remove from 


the French King, the Privieſt Man of ws. 
Council, if he would. 


Lord Finch. 
The Opinions, he deliver'd are {et forth a; ra * 


in ber Verba, as alſo the times when he deli. 


ver'd them. 
Another Opinion deliver'd by Am! in the 


Exchequer Chamber, and Weſtern Circuit, [> 
is {et down in his Expreſs Words. | 


Dr. Coſens. | 648 


He is Charg'd with Words deliver'd-i in a Art. 11 
Sermon at Durham, the Words were theſe, | | 
the Refor mers &c. 


Charges him with Words! in like manner, Art 1 4 


| the Words were theſe, the King, Oc. 


Berkley. - | 16 41. 

- The Words charg'd upon him, are Ex- Art. 1. 
preſsly mention d. 4. 55 6. 
That be Subſcrib'd an Apinion | in her 
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| 4 The matter therein charg d, tho? of Re- 
cord was Copied and deliver d with the Ar- 


ticles. 
e Words f kenand the Place Ex reſs- 
hs ly ſet forth. M N 
1644. Fudpe Crawley. | 


Art.1.2- For Subſcribing and giving Opinions get 
37. forthinhbec Verba. | 
1641. . Herbert. + | 
For Exhibiting ofardicies agal n t theFive 


Members, which, Articles follow in theſe 


Words Coo. 


1641. — Thirteen Biſhops Impeach'd for making. 
. and Promulging in 1640. Several Conſtitu- 


tions and Canons, contrary to the Kings 
Prerogative, &c. 

They demurr'd becauſe the Charge was 
General, but Receded from this Demurr, 
| becauſe it appear'd to be particular. 


1641. E. -Strafford. 

Art. 2. Expreſles theWords ſpoken by him, and the | 
time. | 

4 20. 21, 445. 27, 245 25, 27. Expreſs the | 


very Words ſpoke by him, 26. is in like 
manner, with an Inuendo of his Meaning, 
1842. Arch. Biſhop Laud. 


Art.1.4 10. Expreſs hs Words ſpoken. by Him 
| 12. Expreſſes the Words Spoken by Him, 


and the 1. ime and Place. 


"Wy Neceſſury did the long Parliament it 
ſelf, think it, to purſue the Forms of Law 


in all their Proſecutions, 


Upon the whole therefore, we humbly 
conceive that ſo great a Number of Prece- 


_ gents, is ſufficient to outweigh , the ſingle 
Inſtance pf Dr. Manwaring's Caſe, how op- 


polite ever | it may ſeem t to be to the prſeur 


| Caſe, 


— 


INV, 
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| Cafe, which for the Reaſons we have men- 
tion'd, is far from being Plain and Clear, or 
having the fullAuthority of a Precedent, and 
the Lau and Cuſtom of Parliaments, as we 
N to be determin'd by conſtant 
Courſe Vie, and not one Precedent 
occaſion'd by ſo Odious Doctrines, as thoſe 
of Dr. pct oe „nor can the Cantrary 
Aſſertion to the aboveſaid Reſolution, be of 
any ill Conſequence to Impeachments by _ 
Commons becauſe tis eaſie for them to 8 
cifie the Words, which offend them; at 
extremely Difficult for the accus'd to defend 
himſelf ; without knowing them, and as all 
who are Charg'd Criminally have 8 
make their Defence, ſo they ſhould alſo hav 
allow'd/to them all Lawful means for it. | 


Fo. Ebor... Scarbrough, 8 
N. Dureſme, W. Ceſtriens, Jerſey, 


Suſsex,  Stawel, - Worth and G rey. 
Scarſdale, Conway, _- Willughby Br. 
Plimouth, Guildford, Craven, 


R. Ferrers, Lempfter, Oſborne, 
ka cho H. London, Howard, 
Denbigh, Leeds, | Gernſey, 
Yhrmouth,  Thanet, © Notting ham, 
Rocheſter, Ps * TT 0 
Malen, | ow” 5 1 


*. 


e 


Die Fovis 16. Marti 1709. 


— 


YT being moved to declare, That the 
Commons had made good the firſt Arti- 
ci againſt Dr. Sacheverell. - EO 

After long Debate thereupon. 

This Queſtion was propos d. 
That the Commons have made good their 
firſt Article of Impeachment againſt Henry 
Secbeverell, Doctor in Divinity” © 

And after further Debate thereupon. 


The Queſtion was put, whether this Que- 
ſtion ſhall be now put. 


It was Reſalved in the Affimative. 


| Riſſentient, 1 


"Becanſe we humbly conceive, there are no 


 Reflexions therein contained on the Memo- 


ry of the late King William nor the Revolu- 


tion, and That there is no Offence charged 
therein upon Dr. Sacheverell againſt any, 


known Law of the Land. 
Hamilton, © Denbigh, St awell, 
Suffolk, Suſſex, . Abingdon, _ 
Poulet, . Berkſhire, Northampton, 
Aar, ERocheſter, Craven, | 
Weſton, Scarbrough, « Weymouth, 


W. Ceſtriens, Guildford, Lexington, 
Plimputh, Tarmouth, Leigh, 


: Wemyſs, FK. Ferrers, Osborne, $46 
Lempſter, Geo. Bath & N. Dureſme, 
Tho. Roffen, N, ; Jo. Ed. 


Or monde, 


go * 124 
We. 


{7 > Sd 


-- Sacheverell, Doctor in Divinity. _ 


af ſuch 


#5 
Ormonde, | Angleſey, _ _ Thanet, | 
Shrewsbury, Nottingham, Jerſey, 


Buckingham, North & Grey, 


ay, 


Northesk, Scarſdale, H. London, 
Say and Seale, Berkeley Str. Dartmauab, 
Chandos, Gernſey, Haverſbam, 
Beaufart, 8 PAT 


Then the main Queſtian was put. 
That the Commons have made good their 
firſt Article of Impeachment againſt Henry 


It was Reſolved in the Affirmative” | 


Diſſentient, 


_ "Becauſe by the Laws of the Land, 8 
Laws. of Parliament ,, and the: Inherent Guildferd, 


Right of Peerage, every Peer is to Judge for NE N 


himſelf, both of the Fact, as well as of the 
Law, and, can't be precluded; from it, by 
any Majority which indeed muſt determine 
the Caſe in Reſpect of the Criminal; but ne- 


ver did, nor can. preclude ang lord from 
Voting, the party. accusd, 1 
Grilry of t att, as well as. of che Crime 
Fact, LOST 8 
Rocheſter, 
Flimaath, 


lr 7 
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Di⸗ art 17. May 1709. 


NY TH E Houſe purſuant to the Order ye- 
ſterday, took into Conſideration the 
Second Article of the Commons Im 
ment againſt Henry Sachevirell, Do 
Divinity. 0 
And after Debate Theteii pon. 


* 


That the Commons have made good the 


ſecond Article of their Impeachment, a- 


gainſt Henry Sacheverell, Doctor in Divi- 


nity. 
It was Reſolved i in che Affirmative. 


Diſſentient, 

Then the third Article being Read out of 

the Commons Impeachment. . | 
The Queſtion was put. 

That the Commons have made Pr} 5 
third Article of their impeachment againſt 
Henry Sache verell, Doctor in Divinity. 

It was Reſolved | in the Affirmative. 


Diſſentient, 
The fourth Article beldg nend but ef 1 
Commons Impeachment. 

| This Queſtion was put. 


That the Commons have made good the 
fourth Article of their Impeachment againſt - 


Venry Sacheverell, Doctor in Divinity. 
It was Reſolved i in — Affirmative. 


Difſeatient, | 


W 


— 


n 


=. 
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"© As 
villas ' 

To the Queſtions upon the ſecond, third, 
and fourth Articles, we diſſent for the fame 
Reaſon, as is given WW the Queſtion up- 
on the K 


' Buckingham, | Rocheſter, 
Hamilton, _ Weymouth, 
Lexington, Howard, 
Dartmouth, H. London, . 
Fo. Ebhor. Haverſham, 
V. Ceftrient, Ormonde, 
Tho. Roffen, . Willu hly Br. 
N. Dureſme, Berkſhire, 
Geo. Bath & Scarſdale, 

Wall. a Stawell, 
55 Poulet, 

big 3 Abing don, 


ä .- A Conway, 


= VEOF | | | a (9). 
Die Saddati 18. Ne 170g. 


- = the Oneſtion and veſterda 5 
to be asked every Fer 5 
Hall, was read Vi &). 


That the Commons having _ 2 of 
the Several Articles of hs 1 
| ent againſt Henry SE 
Cor in Divi Yoke ſaid D6 
Han r is Guilty, ES T 
Crimes and Naſderdticanours, the Q 
der being ato Read for refuming 7 P 
. ad born d Debate thereupon. 2 
it was moved and ( after Debate] agreed 
to Kaye ouf the Firſt * of the . © 
| Queſtion (.) GCL C 
That the Commons having 9 . : 


the Several Articles of the Impeach- 
ment againſt Henry e * 
Citor in Divinity. . 


it! is ordered by the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal in Parliament Aſſembled , that 
the Oneftion to be pur fo Each Lord in tie 


Hall beginning at the * Baron a 
Shall be. 


— ae i - Mabe Pt. had 


1s Doctor Henry Sacheverell Guilty of FHigh 
Crimes and Miſdemeanours Charged 
upon him by the Impeachment. 


Thea it being propoſed to Conſider what 
Anſwer Each Lord hap give * Debate 


thereupon. 
OE This 


. 


© This Queſtion was propos'd, whether 
the Anſwer to be given by each Lord 
ſhall be Guilty or not Guilty (only.) 
It was Reſolved in the Affir mative. 
Then the main Queſtion was put. 
Whether it ſhall be asx d. 
Is Henry Sacheverell, Dr. in Divinity Guilty. 
of High Crimes and Miſdemeanours whereof 
He ſtands Impeach'd. | 


It was Reſolved in the Affirmative. 
It is order'd by the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal in Parliament Aſſembled, that the 
Queſtion to be put to Each Lord in Weſtmin- 
ſfter- Hall, ſhall be: N | N 


Is Henry Sacheverell Doctor in Divinity 
Guilty of High Crimes and Miſdemeanours, 
Charg'd on him by the Impeachment of the 
Houſe of Commons: and the Anſwer there- 
unto ſhall be, Guilty or not Guilty, * ) 

Firſt, We do humbly Con- Diſlentient, 
ceive that theobliging every Buckingham, 

Lord to anſwer cpa Hamilton, 
Guilty or not Guilty to a Queſt- Mar, 
ion containing all the Arti- Lexington, 
cles of this knpeactment 5; Dartmouth, 
is a kind of Tacking upon Norfolk, 
qur ſelves, by an unneceſſary Fo. Ebor, | 
joining matters of a Differ- . Ceſtriensg 
ent Nature, and Subjecting Tho. Roffen, 
them to one and the fame MN. Dureſine 
Determination, and Conſe- Shrewsbury, 


1nently may Prejudice the right every Pecr 
Fax fo give a free Affirmative, or Negative, 


. 


Singe, whoever thinks Docter Sacheverell, 
FF =. 1 5 oY Guilty 


a 


,Fhrreopolt ; 


Dir Süden 18. 


2 the Gelten 
to be asked every 1 
"_ was N ( Viz) 


- Tit" the Commits k FRO 
. the ten api} Fin ane at 1 | 


;. the ſaid 
ous Sager ie, Guilty, 0 
Er being atfo Re 


NMaſdettcanours, the. 
Ad for s 
AKA Pürn d Debate therenpbl. 
it wis Moped and (After Debate j ag#ted 
to lende f the n of the h 
2 0%). ; Ae 1 ade SES. "4 


That the e havivg 9 


the Several Articles of the 1 
85 5 ment againſt 
. Qort in Divinity 


* „ x; 


. 


. is ordered by the Lords 80 piritual _ 
in Parliament Aſembled that 
a fn? es I Lord in te 


Hall be inning, at the anior 
. be- W Et N ny 


. poder Henry 1 Galley of Hick 
S and Miſdemeanours Crs 


upon 927 by the Inpeachment. 


Ten it being ; propoſed to Conſider 3 
Apffirer Bach ] Lord . N YAY "0 
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This Queſtion was Proper d, etker | 
the Anſwer to be given by each Lord 
mall be Guilty or not Guilty (only.) 
It was Refolved in the Affirmative. 
Ihen the main Queſtion was put. Me: 
Whether it ſhall be ask'd. ; 
Is Henry Sacheverell, Dr. in Divinity Guilty. 
of HighCrimes and Mtfderueanours whereof 
He Nands ingen N 
2; Tis LINE 
It was Reſolved in the Affrmative. ue 
It is order'd by the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal in — — = that the 


Queftion to be Er to Each Lord in * 
fri Hall, ſhall 


18 3 Doctor 17 x Divinity 
Guilty. of gh Crimes and Miſdemeanours, 
Charg'd/on him by the Impeachment of the 
Houſe of Commons: and the Anſwer there 
unto ſhall be, Guilty or not Guilty 93, (0 ny.) 
Finſt; We do humbly Con- ntient, 
ceive that theobliging _ Bu king ham 
Lord to anſwer generally, Hamilton, i 
Guilty or not Cuiltyto a Qneſt⸗ Mar, 
ion containing all the 22 Lexington, 
cles of this. . * 4 
is & kind of TLacking upon ' Norfolk, 
qur a7 Wires, lp am unneceſſar7 Jo. Ebor, 
matters of a Differ- V. bebe, 
ne 1 and Subjecting "1 Tho. Roffen,” ) 
them to one and the ſame N. Dureſme 
Determination, and Conſe- Sbrewebaty, 


ty may Prejudice the right every Pecr 
55 give a err Affirmative, or Negative, 
Ange, whoever YT. Doctor Sacheveretly 


Suite 


P- --- 


„„ 5 

Guilty of one Part, and Innocent of the other, 
will be obliged either to approve what He 
Condemns, or Condemn what He approves. 


Secondly, We humbly conceive, there is at 
leaſt a Poſſibility , that tho a Majority 
of the Houſe, if admitted to Vote to the 

Articles Separately; may think him Innocent 
upon each Article, yet by this Method of a 
general Anſwer,he may be Condemned of all, 
which ſeems not to be Conſiſtent witk the 
uſual Method of Juſtice in this Houfſe. 


Thirdly, We do bumbly 5 conceive, that 


ſince the judgment of the Houfe in this Cafe 
ought to be a Declaration of the Law, the 
Condition of the People will be moſt Miſe- 
rable, to have Puniſhment for high Crintes 
and Miſdemeanours, and not have a Poſſibi- 
lity of: informing them{@lves what the 
Crimes thereby Puniſh'd are, for the People's 
only. Guide is the Law, and they can never 
be Guided by what they can never be infor- 
m'd off, and we do humbliy conceive, that 
this uncertainty being in the Caſe of a Clergy 
Man for Preaching, It thay: Poſſibſy Cre. 
ate ſome Fear in Good Men when they Preach 


ſome Doctrines of the Church of England, | 
Particularly. that of Now-Refifance, and may 


be made uſe of by ill ones, as an Excuſe for 


the Neglect of that Duty, which upon forme | 


Occaſions, is required of them, even by the 
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Wilkeghby By, _ Leeds, Angleſey, 


. WH Haverſham, Berkſhire, Thanet, _ + 
Ormonde, Scarſdale, Nottingham, 

t Beaufort _ Tarmouth,. + H. London, 

7 | Stawell, Suſſex, 

> ' oe Ferrers, «+ North &Urey, 

: Poulet, Abing dn, 

Howard, — Ferſeys asd 

F Cn Meer,, 

eo. Buh and Gernſry, 

Wells, | tu Ft 


7 


Die 2 20. | Mari r l 709. 


E E. Houſe ( purſuant to the Order « of 
rday laſt) ad — into 5 — 
ſter Hal, "ant dans there. 5 


5 
The Houſe was ha and the url 
Chancellor declar'd, that the Lords had av 


greed upon a Queſtion, to be put to each 
Lord ſeyerally, 


Then. his Lordſhip put the Queſtion, 


beginning at the Junior Baron Firſt, 
as follows. 


1s Dr. Henry Sacheverell Guilty of High 
Crimes and Miſdemeanours Charg'd upon 
him by the r of the Hoyſe of 
Commons. 
And having ask'd 2 Lord profit: 
and they having declared * Oni or 
not Guilty. 


His Lordſhip bavia Caſt u the Vot 
Declared him Guilty. S i o 1 


Diſſentient, | 
Suſſex, Will ugbby, Conway; 
Yarmouth, Leigh, Leeds, 
Jo. Eher; Ms Buckingham, 
Mar, Trauen,  Thanet, 


We * mop Nor thesk, Nor ning ham, 


N "7 


(a7) 

North & Grey, Lexington, Beaufort, 
Abingdon, Guilford, Lempſter, 
Tor fey, + Poulett, Wort K 
H. London, Dartmouth, Weſton, 
Gernjey, Denbigh, _ Say & Seale, 
Geo. Bath & ' Ormonde, Osborne, 

Wells, Berkſhire, _ Berkley, Ser. 
Howard, Plimoutbh,  "Stawell, _ 
Tho. Roffen, ' Angleſey, © "Shremsbury,” 
N."Dureſme, Scarſdale, Scarbrough, ' © 
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Die Merti 21. Oy 1709., ; 


1 E N the Houſe ( purſaant to the Or- 
2 1. 55 ay ) took into Conſiderati- 
on what niure to give u Her 

Lebe veral, Doctor in Divinity. 0 I: * 


And it being propos d as follows, 


| Firft, That Dr. Henry Sacheverell be en- 
joyn'd not to Preach during the Term of 
p Seven Years. | 


Secondly,That for the fame Term of Years, 
to be made incapable of receiving any other 
Eccleſiaſtical — than what he now 
enſoys. a nate png he 


Thirdly, That he be impriſon'd in the 


Tower, or three Months, and until he find 
Sureties for his good Behaviour during the 


Term of ſeven Years, before * 1 wo bief | 


Juſtices. 


Fourthly, That his Sermons be Burnt by 
the Hangman, at the Exchange, in the Pre- 
fence of the Lord Mayor, and Sheriffs 


Then ihe Houſe took the propos'd Que- 


- ſtion, into Conſideration, Paragraph 
by Paragraph, and after Debate up⸗ 
on the firſt FT 


: 


+ <> 


je 
? 


I 0 


"THAT 


It was agtedd to leave out the Word (Se- 
ten) and it being d inſtead thereof | 
to meert the word (Three. ) 

The Queſtion was put, 

Whether the Blank in the firſt Paragrapft 

ſhall be fil up with the, Word (Three. 
It was Re old in the Affirmative. 7 


Then this Queſtion, was put, | 
That Dr. Henry Sachevere un 
joyn'® not to Preach during the Term of 

PThree Years. 
It was Reſoly'> in the ' Affirmartye. 


Then the ſecond Paragtaph'propos't was, 
That Dr. Henry Harp. W made fnca- 
Ke of Receiving any Eccleſiaſtical Bene- 
for hy bf. pace of ' Yeats. | 

_ eftion. was L 
That Dr. on wa pr. be TO facs- 
ble ofReceiving any fufther Eccleſiaſtical 
_ during The ld Ferm of ee 


. was Reſoiy'd in the Aa 


Then the third Patag 4 
That Dr. Henry SN all b tt 
fon c in the Tower 28 three Months, and un- 
til he find Sureties for his good Behavior. 

This was not inſiſted Gl. 
Then the fourth Paragraph propos'd was: 
That Dr. SacheverelPs TWẽ o N be 

Burnt by the Hangman at the Exthange | 
efcuce of the Lord Mayor, and 

And after further Delete, this Wel 

| v Was put. 1 FF | 
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That the Two Printed Sermans of IPD 
Henry Sacheverel,,referr'd to by the Impeich- 
ment of the Houſe of Commons, Na be 

and before. the. R oyal-Exchange by the 
Hands of the Rac Hangman, in the 
Preſence of the Lord Mayor of London, and 
the two Sheriffs of London and Middle ſex. 
It was Reſolv'd in the Affirmative. 

It is. Order'd by the Lords Spiritual and 
Ae in Parliament aſſembled, that the 
Judgment to be paſs'd in the Cale of Dr- 

Henr Sacheverell, ſhall be.- | 
That Henry Sacheverell, Door i in Divi- 
nity. ſhall be, and is hereby enjoyned not to 
Preach during theTerm of Three Years next 
fuing: - 

That Dr. Henry Sachpverel's Two printed 
Sermons referr'd to by the kmpeachment of 
the Houſe of Commons, mall be Burnt be- 
fore the Royal Exchange in London, between 
the Hours of 12 & 1, on Monday the 27th 

Day of this Inſtant March, by, the: Hands,of 
5 the N n 5 Preſence 10 the 
Lord Mayor of the City and the 
* two Sherifts of London and le. 


| 7 : illentient. 
Eo = a 4 = 1 bs & 

8 ig den, Poulet, .  -Scarbrovgh, bs 

Beaufort, gleſey, dee . 
H. London, Ipo. . Ker, | 

Nort e Þ Ferrers 41 — 

N. Dure 79 1 rk | — BY 
Geo. Bath & 7475 amy  Suffe er, Ni 

, 76 Fete, 
Buc king . 855 * See 
Scar 1al - 5s Ber 1 25 4 | Gernſey, 
Thavet, Craven, * Leighy | 
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